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Abstract 
A central problem in war studies is the lack of a theoretical system to study war.1 This research 
illustrates the principle of individuation as the central problem of empirical military science, offering a 
new theoretical framework speculative hermeneutic idealism as a metatheoretical solution for 
descriptive ontology as a methodology. 2 This research argues Hegelian idealism can be utilized as a 
metatheory for military science and formulates an isomorphic theory of forms, to describe the ontology 
of war as a dialectical process, dependent on synthetic continuity by an affirmative agent.3  
Despite calls for political scientists to engage war as a 'critical science,' little progress has been made 
regarding the ontology of war.4 This paper argues against the Anglo-American tradition in strategic 
studies, that has steered military science towards behavioral economics.5 Strategic studies emphasize 
the axiomatic concept of 'rational strategic man' as a formalistic model, which is hindering paradigm 
development in military sciences.6 Illustrating military science formulated on principles of natural 
sciences are insufficient for ontic research. Law-like statements grounded in empirical determinations 
describing particularity are unable to differentiate between particularity- and universality of existence. 
Claiming there is a connection between contemporary ontology in military science and logical 
positivist epistemology in determining the validity of theoretical frameworks.7 
Contemporary military science epistemology has failed to explain and describe the phenomenology of 
war. As information – and political warfare have challenged traditional concepts of war, hermeneutics 
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emerges crucial in understanding war as phenomena affecting perceptions of reality, both – in and 
outside spectrums of mechanical violence.8 For open military science to emerge as epistemological 
tradition, research programs must develop alternative metatheories suitable for military science.  
In addition to introducing a new metatheory, this paper presents an analytical method to describe 
continuity in warfare on the ideational level as a hermeneutic instrument for subjective consciousness 
to affirm through action. Speculative hermeneutic idealism establishes new descriptive categories as 
levels of analysis, for explicating temporal differentiation from universality. To distinguish how 
dialectical change is present in every-day praxis of military institutions, grounding strategy, and 
theoretical military science in the unity of phenomenal and noumenal forms as isomorphic synthesis. 
Speculative hermeneutic idealism presents a possibility for military science to engage knowledge in the 
ideal - as parallel to the empirical realm, reclaiming speculative theorizing to provide a conjectural 
analysis of ontology as a process of determination.  
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